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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

RESPONSE (E) AFTER FINAL 

Dear Examiner: 

Applicants have the following response to the Final Rejection of September 28, 2006 and 
the Examiner's sole rejection therein. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC $103 

In the Final Rejection, the Examiner now rejects Claims 1-6, 19-24 and 29 under 35 USC 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tsukabi et al, (US 6,696,096) in view of Van Slyke et al. (US 
publication no. 2003/0015140 Al), Utsugi et al. (US 6,294,892), and Matsuura (EP 0 865 229). 
This rejection is respectfully traversed. 



In particular, independent Claim 1 recites that the installation chamber comprises "a 
transport for transporting said containers into said evaporation source holders in said film 
formation chamber" (emphasis added). Independent Claim 19 has a similar feature 

The Examiner contends that Tsubaki discloses a transport (54 and 55) for transporting the 
containers (grooves in 24) into the evaporation source holders (24) in the film formation chamber 
(1), Applicants respectfully disagree. 

As stated above, independent Claim I recites a transport for transporting said containers 
into said evaporation source holders in said film formation chamber. Tsubaki does not disclose 
or suggest a transport for transporting said containers into said evaporation source holders. For 
example, the Examiner contends that 54 and 55 are transports and that grooves in 24 in Tsubaki 
correspond to the claimed containers. However, such an interpretation does not correspond to a 
transport fox transporting containers into the evaporation source holders since the grooves in 
heating element 24 are not transported into element 24 in the film formation chamber, Hence, 
independent Claim 1 (and Claim 19 for similar reasons) is not disclosed or suggested by Tsubaki . 

As Van Slyke, Utsugi and Matsuura also do not disclose or suggest this feature, 
independent Claims 1 and 19 and those claims dependent thereon are patentable over the cited 
references. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that this rejection be withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

It is respectfully submitted that the present application is in a condition for allowance and 
should be allowed. 

If any fee is due for this response, please charge our deposit account 50/1039, 



Favorable reconsideration is earnestly solicited. 
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